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the land are called on to pay a price for the permission, and
the price is received by the Government on behalf of the com-
munity. This amounts to an assertion of the ultimate control
of the community over the monopoly of the land.

It follows from all this, that the primary right to receive rent,
in so far as it is the price of the monopoly, is vested, not in
any person or class, but in the State as representing the commu-
nity at large. In a new community, it would be generally ad-
mitted that the State might, if it pleased, instead of selling its
land, lease it at a yearly rent. To do so or not, would be a
mere question of general policy.

But it also follows from the remarks above made, that even
if the State has parted with its control over the land of the com-
munity, and vested it in a privileged class, it has not parted
irrevocably with it. For, the foundation of the right of pro-
perty in land being the acquiescence of the community, and the
implied condition of that acquiescence being the right use of
the privilege, it follows that the moment the privilege becomes?
detrimental, its justification ceases. The State would therefore,
in the last resort, be justified in resuming an abused privilege
of this kind; and if in resuming it, then in taking any measure
short of resumption, to ensure its right use.

But, in truth, it can never be expedient for the State to
part wholly with its interests in the land. Whatever may be
said, and on whatever grounds, as to the expediency of the
existence of a privileged class possessed of the land of a
country, and living mainly on the rent, it is as certain as any
proposition in Political Economy can be, that such a class ought
not to be permitted to absorb the whole rent. And this for
two reasons : In the first place, if a privileged class is permitted
to acquire exclusive possession of the land, they will speedily
come to regard themselves as having an unquestionable and
unimpeachable title, and any attempt to exercise control over
their arbitrary use of their privilege will be looked on as
revolutionary.* Men are easily misled by words; and the use
of the term ** landed-property" by association leads them to
place land on a level with all other kinds of property, and to
resent any interference with what are called " landed-rights" with
the same jealousy as an attempt to dictate to them in the use

* And will be revolutionary if the privileged class are only arbitrary
enough, and the unprivileged strong enough, and no safety-valve exists
iu the general constitution of society* The French noblesse found out
this to their cost in 1789-93.